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PRAYER is the breath of 

the soul, the organ by 
which we receive Christ into 
our parched and withered 
hearts. 

He says: “If any man open 
= door, I will come in to 
him.” 


Notice carefully every 
word here. It is not our pray- 
er which draws Jesus into 
our hearts. Nor is it our 
prayer which moves Jesus to 
come in to us. 

All He needs is access. He 
enters in of His own accord, 
because He desires to come 
in. And He enters in wher- 
ever He is not denied admit- 
tance. 


As air enters in quietly 
when we breathe, and does 
its normal work in our lungs, 
so Jesus enters quietly into 
our hearts and does His 
blessed work there. 

He calls it to “sup with 
us.” 


In Biblical language the 
common meal is symbolic of 
intimate and joyous fellow- 
ship. This affords a new 
glimpse into the nature of 
prayer, showing us that God 
has designed prayer as a 
means of intimate and joyous 
fellowship between God and 
man. 


To pray is to give Jesus 
permission to employ His 
powers in the alleviation of 
our distress. To pray is to let 
Jesus glorify His name in the 
midst of our needs. 


The results of prayer are, 
therefore, not dependent upon 
the power of the one who 
prays. His intense will, his 
fervent emotions, or his clear 
comprehension of what he is 
praying for are not the rea- 
sons why his prayers will be 
heard and answered. Nay, 
30d be praised, the results of 
prayer are not dependent 
upon these things! He de- 
signed prayer in such a way 
that the most impotent can 
make use of it. Will we give 
Jesus access to our needs? 
That is the one great and 
fundamental question in con- 
nection with prayer. 


—O. HALLESBY 
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Jews and Gentiles were 
everywhere expecting the 
appearance of some extra- 
ordinary person. The 
world was all eyes to see Him, all ears to 
listen to His voice. This general suspense 
answered to the following predictions. 
Speaking of the second temple, a prophet 
had proclaimed, “The Desire of all na- 
tions shall come.” “‘And in this place will 
I give peace, saith the Lord of hosts.” 
And it had been written by another, “The 
lord, Whom ye seek, shall suddenly 
come to His temple, even the Messenger 
of the Covenant, Whom ye delight in: 
behold, He shall come, saith the Lord of 
hosts.” 


In the height of his great power, and 
inthe midst of his long reign, having no 
weasion to look round with pressing an- 
riety upon the borders of his dominions, 
Augustus could now devote himself, with- 
wt fear of provoking any disturbance 
which he would not be able to quell, to 
projects of internal change and improve- 
ment. In the pride of his heart, and with 
aview to systematic and equal taxation, 
he resolved upon a census of his subjects. 
“And it came to pass in those days, that 
there went out a decree from Caesar Au- 
gustus, that all the world,” a haughty 

denoting the Roman Empire, 
“should be taxed” or “enrolled.” 


“And all went to be enrolled, every 
me into his own city. And Joseph also 
went up from Galilee, out of the city of 
Nazareth, into Judea, unto the city of 
David, which is called Bethlehem (be- 
cause he was of the house and lineage of 
David), to be enrolled, with Mary, his 
tpoused wife, being great with child,” 
ad a member, like himself, of David’s 
family. 

“And so it was, that while they were 
there, the days were accomplished that 
he should be delivered. And she brought 
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forth her first-born Son, and laid Him in 
a manger, because there was no room for 
them in the inn.” 


As Mary bent over her Child sleeping 
in the manger, she would think particu- 
larly of another prophecy, already in- 
stanced, which occupied the mind of the 
nation. Till within a few days, she had 
supposed the heaven-sent Babe would be 
born in Galilee. Would that have been 
to His advantage? Everybody was ready 
to say, “Can there any good thing come 
out of Nazareth?” “Hath not the scrip- 
ture said that Christ cometh out of the 
town of Bethlehem, where David was?” 
Adoring Jehovah for the remarkable 
work of His providence in bringing that 
prediction to pass, she might have made 
the prophetic song her own—“Unto us a 
Child is born, unto us a Son is given; 
and the government shall be upon His 
shoulder; and His name shall be called 
Wonderful, Counsellor, The mighty God, 
The everlasting Father, The Prince of 
Peace. Of the increase of His govern- 
ment and peace there shall be no end, 
upon the throne of David, and upon his 
kingdom, to order it, and to establish it 
with judgment and with justice from 
henceforth even for ever.” 


In the hour in which we live the star 
of Bethlehem is our only guide. Our safe- 
ty is in the Lord. Prophecy points us our 
way, the only way safe and good; blessed, 
but bitter; flowery, yet full of thorns. 
Providence receives us in it, and leads us 
along. God’s words foreshow His works; 
and His works fulfil and magnify His 
words. We must study His sayings, and 
trust Him for His deeds. His promises 
are to be our confidence and ho 
through evil report and good. All the 
threads of our destiny are in His hands, 
and He weaves them skilfully and well. 
There will be success in disappointment, 
dignity in disgrace, victory in defeat, the 
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Saviour Christ in all. “The Lord knoweth 
how to deliver the godly out of tempta- 
tions.” “Blessed be the Lord God of 
Israel; for He hath visited and redeemed 
His people, and hath raised up an horn of 
salvation for us in the house of His ser- 
vant David, as He spake by the mouth 
of His holy prophets, which have been 
since the world began.” 


As the result of a paid 
advertisement of ‘The 
Converted Catholic Mag- 
azine’ in “The Christian 
Advocate,’ we have received a consider- 
able number of new subscriptions to our 
own Magazine. But a discordant note was 
registered when one man’s letter of pro- 
test seemed to carry enough weight as to 
move “The Christian Advocate’ manage- 
ment to cancel our advertisement. Fol- 
lowing is the letter in reference: 

“I vote my objection to the anti-Catholic 

advertisement in your issue of August 7. I 

am surprised and much grieved that the 


‘Christian Advocate’ should circulate such 
an advertisement. 


Our Methodist ministers are preaching re- 
ligious tolerance, and such propaganda as 
referred to in this advertisement tends to 
stir up strife and dissension. 

The Roman Catholic Church is recog- 
nized as a Christian organization. I do not 
believe that movements of the Catholic or 
any other Christian organizations threatens 
our American freedom. . . .” 


—Harry E. Spencer, Richmond, Missouri 


he Fifth 
Column 


Quislings and Fifth Columnists were 
responsible, during World War II, for 
the fall of their countries and the enslave- 
ment of their people. Certain areas of 
Protestantism must be checked to find out 
if the application of therapy is not need- 
ed. The vitality of the Reformation is 
imperiled, not so much by the insidious 
and subtle actions of Jesuitism, but by 
the blindness of a few Protestants who 
walk in the fog and are unable to detect 
the zones of danger and unconsciously 
become first class aids to the enemy. 

Notwithstanding the dark pages of 
past history, in which the character and 
natural tendency of the Roman Church 
are written in letters of blood, and de- 
spite the generally conceded moral de- 
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gradation and political slavery of coun. 
tries where Rome has reigned, there are 
those among us who would defend its 
usurpations, who contend that it has 
changed in its nature, and who pre 
terously assert that among us its political 
influence can never be felt. And when any 
one dares to lift the veil, and endeavors 
to expose the fearful plans and despotic 
designs of the papal power, he is stig. 
matized with those epithets which are de. 
servedly applied only to bigotry, credu- 
lity and fierce intolerance. 


But a slight investigation will satisfy 
the candid mind of the character and in. 
centives of those who thus raise the hue 
and cry against such alleged intolerance, 
who would persuade us that we are safe; 
that the stability of our institutions is not 
endangered; and that we have nothing to 
fear from foreign Roman Catholic in- 
fluence. There are false-hearted men, who 
like those living under the dominion of 
the Prince of darkness, would tumble in 
ruins the fair fabric of our civil and re- 
ligious liberty. 

Christ’s Mission and “The Converted 
Catholic Magazine’ are not “anti” any- 
thing. They have a positive mission and 
a constructive message. The greatest task 
since the Reformation days is theirs, the 
task of defending religious freedom and 
preserving our Protestant heritage. 


Such is the assertion 
of ‘The Catholic World’ 


Leads to in its September, 1952 
issue. This only proves 


a ae 
the truth which has been 


repeated time and again: that the charac- 
ter of the Roman Catholic system is en- 
tirely incompatible with the American 
Constitution and inimical to our demo- 
cratic government. The whole structure 
of America’s way of life would be dese- 
crated if Vaticanism were ever to gain 
control of our American institutions. 


In our article, “Can a True Catholic 
Be a Loyal American?” (The Converted 
Catholic Magazine, March, 1952), we 
furnished documentary evidences to 
prove that allegiance to the Vatican is 
betrayal of the American Constitution. In 
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the following Oaths, Catholics and Prét- 
estants will find an instrument to test 
their loyalty to their country. 


Oath of Allegiance to 
the Flag of the United States 


“I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United 
States of America and to the republic for 
which it stands: one nation, indivisible, with 
liberty and justice for all.” 


Oath of Allegiance to 
the Pope and the Roman Church 


“] ... having before me the holy Gospels, 
which I touch with my hand, and, knowing 
that no one can be saved without that faith 
which the Holy, Catholic, Apostolic, Roman 
Church holds, believes, and teaches, against 
which I grieve that I have greatly erred, inas- 
much as I have held doctrines opposed to her 
teaching... 


“I now . . . believe the Holy, Catholic, Apos- 
tolic, Roman Church to be the only and true 
church established en earth by Jesus Christ, to 
which I submit myself with my whole soul. I 
believe all the articles of Faith that she pro- 
poses to my belief. I reject and condemn all 
that she rejects and condemns, and I am ready 
to observe all that she commands me.. . 


“With a sincere heart, therefore, and with 
unfeigned faith, I detest and abjure every error, 
heresy, sect opposed to the said, holy, Catho- 
lic, Apostolic Roman Church. So help me God, 
and - holy Gospels, which I touch with my 
hands. 


Basic Principles of the Constitution 


“Congress shall make no law respecting the 
establishment of religion; or abridging the free 
exercise thereof.” 


Basic Tenets of the 
Roman Catholic Church 


a. “The State should officially recognize the 
Catholic (Roman), religion as the religion of 
the commonwealth.’” 


b. Pope Pius IX declared that it is an error 
to hold that “in the present day it is no longer 
expedient that the Catholic (Roman) religion 





‘Murphy, John, The Priest’s New Ritual, 
Imprimatur M. ]. Curley, Baltimore, Mary- 
land, 1927, pp. 49-15. 

*Ryan, John A., & Millar, Moorhouse 
F. Z., The State and the Church, Macmil- 
lan, New York, 1922, 1936, p. 34. 
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should be held as the only religion of the 
State, to the exclusion of all other forms of 
worship.’””* 


c. “Justice therefore forbids, and reason it- 
self forbids, the State to be godless; or to 
adopt a line of action which would end in god- 
lessness—namely, to treat the various religions 
(as they call them) alike, and to bestow upon 
them promiscuously equal rights and privi- 
leges.” 


d. Cardinal Manning says: “The Church has 
the right, in virtue of her divine commission, 
to require of everyone to accept her doctrine.’”” 


e. “Should such persons (non-Catholics) be 
permitted to practice their own form of wor- 
ship? If these are carried on within the fam- 
ily, or in such an inconspicuous manner as to 
be an occasion neither of scandal nor of per- 
version to the faithful, they may properly be 
tolerated by the State . . . 


“Quite distinct from the performance of false 
religious worship and preaching to members 
of the erring sect, is the propagation of false 
doctrine among Catholics. This could become 
a source of injury, a positive menace, to the 
religious welfare of true believers. Against 
such an evil they have a right of protection by 
the Catholic State. 


“Superficial champions of religious liberty 
will promptly and indignantly denounce the 
foregoing as the essence of intolerance. They 
are intolerant, but not therefore unreasonable. 
Error has not the same rights as truth. Since 
the profession and practice of error are con- 
trary to human welfare, how can error have 
rights ?’”* 


f. “Constitutions can be changed, and non- 
Catholic sects may decline to such a point that 
the political proscription of them may become 
feasible and expedient.” 


g. St. Thomas Aquinas taught that in the 
case of an unrepentant heretic “the Church 
(Roman) no longer hoping for his conversion, 
looks to the salvation of others by excommu- 
nicating him and separating him from the 
Church, and, furthermore, delivers him to the 
secular tribunal to be exterminated thereby 
from the world by death.” 





’Pope Pius IX, “Syllabus of Errors,” De- 
cember 8, 1864. 

*Pope Leo XIII, Libertas Praestantissi- 
mum, June 20, 1888. 

®Manning, Essays on Religion and Lit- 
erature, p. 403. 

*Ryan, John A., & Millar, Moorhouse F. 
Z., The State and the Church, Macmillan, 
New York, 1922, 1936, pp. 35-36. 

Ibid., p. 38. 

8Summa Theologica, Part Il, p. 154. 
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Edétorial 


THE MOTION PICTURES CONTROLLED 
BY THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH 


or ob) 


HEN BERNARD SHAW discov- 
ered that his picture, St. Joan, 
could not be made, he blamed ‘“‘the censor- 
ship of the Hays organization,” which in- 
cluded ‘“‘that of a body called the Catholic 
Action . . . It has no legal authority to en- 
force its vetoes. Yet it has brought all the 
Hollywood financiers and corporations to 
their knees . . . I make all this public be- 
cause I believe that very few inhabitants of 
the United States, Catholic or Protestant, 
lay or secular, have the least suspicion that 
an irresponsible Catholic society has as- 
sumed public control of their artistic recre- 
ations.”’+ 
In another article he stated: ‘‘All I know 
is that the film business in America is in the 
grip of a Catholic censorship strong enough 
to intimidate an English producer into sub- 
mitting a play for its approval . . . I was 
stopped but I could not tell exactly what 
stopped me. I was like a man run over by 
an automobile without a number, I could 
decipher nothing but the words ‘Azione 
Cattolica’... When I raised a hue and cry 
in the United States I was assured I had 
not been run over at all and was only try- 
ing to advertise myself; that there was no 
such thing as a Catholic Action; that the 
Catholic Action censorial arm in the United 
States was the Legion of Decency.””? 
Almost six years ago Thomas Bledsoe 
wrote an article in The Protestant entitled 
“Hierarchy Over Holiywood.’’* The effect 
of the Roman Catholic hierarchy’s action 


1Shaw’s letter to the Editor, New York 
Times, September 14, 1936. 


*New York Times, September 27, 1936. 


*The Protestant, June-July, 1946, pp. 8- 
18. 
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upon motion pictures is the issue which 
Bledsoe discusses very aptly. 

To begin with, he mentions that as early 
as 1927 there were some producers who 
were submitting scripts to the National 
Catholic Welfare Conference for approval, 
However, in 1930 Catholic dictation to the 
motion picture industry began in earnest 
when the Rev. Daniel A. Lord, S.J., wrote 
a moral code, on behalf of the Legion of 
Decency, which was ratified March 31, 
1930 by the Motion Picture Producers and 
Distributors of America. 

Is it not singular that the Production 
Code of a major industry representing one 
of the world’s most potent educational me- 
diums should be based on the moral code 
of a Jesuit priest ? 

The Code was printed and published by 
Will Hays, “Czar” of Hollywood, but soon 
the matter was dropped. 

But in October, 1933, the Most. Rev. 
Amleto Giovanni Cicognani, Apostolic 
Delegate, Archbishop of Laodicea in Phry- 
gia, speaking as a representative of Po 
Pius XI, urged upon American Catholics 
at the Charities Convention in New York 
a “united and vigorous campaign for the 
purification of the screen, which has become 
a deadly menace to morals.” 

The reform movement spread into Prot- 
estant, Jewish, Mohammedan, and other 
churches. Eleven million people, repre- 
senting all faiths, were oocnaall to sign 
the Legion of Decency pledge. Then Holly- 
wood was bombarded with threats and boy- 
cotts. Hays was pressed into announcing 
that the Production Code would be en- 
forced as Hollywood's moral guide. He 
appointed Joseph I. Breen, a Catholic, who 
became known as “the Czarevitch,” to head 
the Production Code Administration. 
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June 29, 1936, Pope Pius XI, in his en- 
cyclical Vigilanti Cura, stated that motion 
pictures ‘may be made to serve in a prac- 
tical way to promote the extension of the 
kingdom of God upon earth.” He expressed 
his “gratitude to the hierarchy of the Unit- 
ed States of America and the faithful who 
cooperated with them for the important 
results already achieved under their direc- 
tion and guidance by the Legion of De- 
cency,” in the “holy crusade against the 
abuses of motion pictures . . .” 

Hays and other prominent leaders of the 
motion picture industry immediately sent 
letters to the Pope, assuring him that they 
were in full accord with his encyclical. 

According to Sidney Howard, who was 
asked to write a script, the catholic Breen 
commented in conference: “Things like 
freedom of speech and freedom ot the 
press are all right to talk about, but do they 
belong on the screen ?’’* 

Motion picture critic Archer Winsten, in 
his review of Juarez commented: ‘“The pic- 
ture perpetrates one outstanding but per- 
fectly comprehensible distortion of history. 
There is no mention of the vital role of the 
Mexican Catholic Church on the side of the 
conservatives and the rich. Against the 
Church Juarez and Lerdo de Tejada pro- 
mulgated their severest laws. The struggle 
between church and state in Mexico is one 
of the longest and bitterest in modern his- 
tory and it is not ended yet.’ 

It is obvious that a portrayal of the truth 
in its entirety would have engendered the 
disapproval and hence the boycott of the 
Catholic Legion of Decency. 

Blockade provides another exampie of 
Catholic intimidation. Even before the pic- 
ture was made, producer Wagner encount- 
ered Catholic opposition ; his financial back- 
ets were pressured in an attempt to prevent 
the production of the film. After it was re- 
leased, ‘“Church pressure was exerted on 
W. G. Van Schmus, Catholic managing di- 
tector of Radio City Music Hall, to prevent 
him from booking the film .. . The Holly- 
wood Reporter ran a front-page story about 

‘New York Herald Tribune, February 
23, 1936. 


"New York Post, April 26, 1939. 
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the film’s ‘poor’ opening . . . giving the 
day’s receipts as $8,500. The correct figures 
for that day were $10,600. The Motion 
Picture Daily and Motion Picture Herald 
(edited and published by Martin Quigley, 
a Catholic member of the New York Arch- 
diocesan Council of the Legion of Decen- 


cy) launched a series of attacks on Block- 
ade,””® 


The Brooklyn Tablet, the Catholic News, 
and The Catholic Worker condemned the 
picture. Catholics picketed Radio City. 
America (a Jesuit weekly) affirmed: 
“Blockade does not violate the morai code 
. . . and hence is not strictly within the 
scope of the Legion of Decency. But Block- 
ade does violate an understanding with the 
Soap namely, motion pictures must not 

e used as propagandistic mediums . . .’ 
This “understanding with the public,” as 
Bledsoe puts it, “is the Production Code, 
based on the moral code of a Jesuit priest, 
and forced upon the motion picture indus- 
try by Roman Catholic pressure. It embodies 
the ideas of a minority group which have 
been imposed upon 130,000,000 American 
citizens.””7 

The organized campaign against the pic- 
ture spread like wildfire from New York 
to Boston, Kansas City, Flint, Michigan, 





*Winchell Taylor, The Nation, July 9, 
1938. 

"Bledsoe, Thomas, “Hierarchy Over Hol- 
lywood,” The Protestant, June-July, 1946, 
p. 15, col. 1. 





Buffalo, etc., where the film was either 
banned or released with deletions. 


Walter Wanger, the producer of Block- 
ade, demanded action. ‘“The motion picture 
industry,”’ he declared, ‘‘is a high estate and 
a very important pillar in the democratic 
structure we are so proud to live under. It 
must be protected.” 


The Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in America, the Council for Social 
Action of the Congregational Church, the 
Board of Education of the Presbyterian 
Church, the Girls’ Friendly Society, the Ep- 
worth League, the Young Men’s and Wom- 
en’s Christian Associations rallied in sup- 
port of the film. The American Labor Par- 
ty, The American Civil Liberties Union, 
and teacher, newspaper, fur, textile, auto- 
mobile, rubber, steel, mine, musician, and 
transport workers unions and sixty frater- 
nal, religious, labor, social, and war veter- 
an organizations acted in its defense. 


If a picture did not have Breen’s seal of 
approval, it could not be shown in any 
theater subscribing to the Production Code, 
which meant that it was barred from al- 
most every first-class motion picture house 
in the country. ‘Through this economic 
strangle-hold on production and exhibition, 
Breen had exercised control for eighteen 
years over the motion ag seen by the 
major part of the world.”’® 


In an editorial in The Christian Century, 
July 29, 1936, a warning was sounded 
against Catholic censorship: ‘“The guardian- 
ship of public morals is a task in which 
Protestants, Roman Catholics and Jews may 
properly unite their efforts. But it is not a 
task that Protestants and Jews may proper- 
ly and safely leave to the Roman Catholics 
. . . There are at least three reasons . . . 
first, because it is as much theirs as any- 
one’s; second, because the Roman Catholic 
conception of morality is not identical with 
the Protestant or Jewish; third, because a 
Catholic campaign for ‘decency’ inevitably 
works around to a program of censorship 
under Catholic control going far beyond 
the requirements of mere decency . . .” The 
editorial went on to say that the Legion of 
Decency was not willing to cooperate with 


8Ibid., p. 16, col. 1. 
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any non-Catholic agency, “‘or even to recog. 
nize the existence of such.” 

“It is now evident to many,” Bledsoe 
comments,® ‘‘that motion pictures under Ro. 
man Catholic inspired censorship and pres. 
sures, have become a weapon against dem. 
ocratic and progressive ideas.” 

He cites the following facts reported in 
Film Survey (August, 1938): 

“Of one hundred and twenty Nazi mo. 
tion pictures reviewed by the Legion of De. 
cency from February 1936 to November 
1937, none was condemned. Six were, in 
the Legion’s words, ‘not acceptable in part’ 
The Legion even passed Friesennot—which 
was hurriedly withdrawn from exhibition 
because of strong protests against its vi- 
cious anti-Semitic propaganda. Twenty pic- 
tures from Fascist Italy, reviewed during 
the above period, won the Legion’s seal of 
purity. But Paul Strand’s Mexican film, 
The Wave, which deals sympathetically 
with the economic struggle of oppressed 
fishermen, was ignored.” 

Under Roman Catholic censorship, the 
film industry is forbidden to educate the 
American public in regard to religious free. 
dom and democracy. Whenever religion en- 
ters a picture, the Roman Catholic Church 
with its priests are always glorified, while 
Protestants and Jews are almost sure to be 
shown in an unfavorable light. 

“The effects of Roman Catholic domina- 
tion are two-fold:*° 

1. Catholic control imposes upon the ma- 

jority—not only in the United States but in 


the world—the politics and dogma of a mi- 
nority. 


2. Catholic reaction in league with mono- 
polists provides a powerful weapon under 
a spiritual guise for the monopolists to im- 
pose upon the people propaganda favorable 
to the maintenance of monopoly interests.” 


“... where this kind of inquisition tyran- 
nizes; . . . this was it which had damped 
the glory of Italian wits, that nothing had 
been there written now these many years 
but flattery and fustian.” 

So spoke Milton of a Catholic-dominated 
Italy in 1644. Are his words not apt and 
meaningful for American and international 
film audiences in 1952? 


Ibid. p. 16, col. 1. 
Ibid, p. 18, col. 2. 
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PAGAN ORIGIN 


of Roman Catholic Mass 


By Ralph F. Becker 


* INCE GOD has so plainly declared in His 
Word that the ONE BLOOD SACRI- 
FICE of Jesus Christ has ONCE AND FOR- 
EVER put away all the sins of all believers 
throughout all ages—whencecomes the practice 
of the Roman Catholic “bloodless sacrifice of the Mass?” 

And whence come such statements as the following made by the 
Jesuit priest, John P. Delaney of the church of St. Francis Xavier 
of New York City and endorsed by Cardinal Spellman and the Ro- 
man Catholic board of censors: “By offering the Mass you add some- 
thing to Calvary, you almost improve on Calvary.” 

And what spirit led Father George Maloney to write for Review, 
of Spokane, Washington, April 18, 1913, the following words? “It 


is the experience of every priest that 
it is harder to seek repentance for 
those who break the precepts of the 
church than for those who break the 
commandments. It is easier to get for- 
giveness for one who commits murder 
than for one who misses Mass on Sun- 
day or eats meat on Friday.” 


And what sinister power was it that 
formulated the following decrees in 
the council of Trent, and made it the 
toot of Roman Catholic worship? The 
Council of Trent, Sess. 22, Chapts. 1, 
3, Can. 1, 2, 3, says: 

1—"There is in the (Roman) Cath- 
olic Church a true sacrifice, the mass 
instituted by Jesus Christ; it is the sac- 
tifice of the body and blood of Christ 
under the appearances of bread and 
wine. 

2—“This sacrifice is identical with 
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the sacrifice of the Cross, inasmuch as 
Jesus Christ is priest and victim both. 
The only difference lies in the manner 
of offering, which is bloody upon the 
Cross and bloodless on our altars.” 

3—“It is a propitiatory sacrifice, 
atoning for our sins, and the sins of 
the living and of the dead in Christ, 
for whom it is offered.” 


In such statements concerning 
Rome’s “bloodless sacrifice of the 
Mass’’ we find the key of her power 
over her people. First she decrees that 
the atonement of Christ is not com- 
plete without the hands of the human 
priest in the mass. Secondly Rome 
teaches that to miss this Mass is a 
dreadful and mortal sin. Thus with the 
one mighty cord of the “bloodless sac- 
rifice” the priests keep the Catholic 
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millions from the truth of salvation 
completed by Christ, and bind the sub- 
jects of Rome helplessly to her. 


Historical evidences show how the 
“bloodless sacrifice of the Mass,” as it 
is in the Roman Catholic Church to- 
day, was finally developed from the 
Chaldean idol worship of Babylon of 
old. The very principles embodied in 
the Roman Mass have been traced 
back through the realms of Paganism, 
to idolatry’s fountain, the ancient city 
of Babylon, and as we view Rome's 
blasphemous and massive religious 
pretensions today, surely every think- 
ing person cannot help but say with 
the apostle John, when he saw that 
name on the forehead of the woman 
with the golden cup, “I wondered with 
great wonder” (Rev. 17:5 R.V.). 


From the Roman historian Tacitus 
we learn that on the altars of the 
Paphian Venus no blood was to be 
shed. He shows how the Haruspex or 
diviners of the Paphian Temple of 
Venus were brought from Cilicia be- 
cause of their knowledge of her rites. 
Now Tarsus, the capital of Cilicia, 
was built by an Assyrian king in exact 
imitation of Babylon. Thus the relig- 
ion of Cilicia naturally corresponded 
to that of Babylon. And we find the 
“unbloody sacrifice” in Cyprus where 
the priest who came from Cilicia 
taught the Babylonish rites of pagan 
worship. 


Similarity of Symbols 


CT HE VERY shape of Rome’s 
unbloody sacrifice also indi- 
cates its source. It is a thin round 
wafer, and on its roundness Rome lays 
emphatic stress. There must be a rea- 
son. If we look at the pagan altars of 
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the Egyptians who derived their wor- 
ship from Babylon, we find the an- 
swer. In Wilkinson’s “Egyptians,” Vol. 
5, page 353, he writes, “The thin, 
ROUND cake occurs on all altars.” 
This round disc in pagan worship al- 
ways symbolized the sun. The sun as 
the great source of light and heat was 
worshipped by the Assyrians and Bab- 
ylonians as Baal (Num. 22:41; Rev. 
2:14). 

In Hurd’s “Rites and Ceremonies” 
we have this description of a Roman 
altar. “A plate of silver in the form of 
the sun is fixed opposite the SACRA- 
MENT on the altar.” 

Now why is that shining Sun there 
on that Roman altar over against the 
“sacrament” or round wafer? Herein 
we have unquestionable proof of two 
things. It proves the source of the Ro- 
man Catholic worship as being from 
Babylon where in the great temple the 
golden image of the sun was worship- 
ped. It also proves that the Catholic 
ceremony of which the “round wafer” 
plays so important a part in her“‘*blood- 
less sacrifice” is only a copy after all 
of sun—serpent—fire—and idol wor- 
ship. 

According to earliest writers the 
sun was called “Shemesh” or “Ser- 
vant.” The name was divinely given to 
keep the world in mind of the truth 
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that the sun, however glorious it ap- 
peared, was after all only an appoint- 
ed minister of blessing at the hand of 
the Great Creator. 





The beginning of sun worship was 
a sin against light, a presumptuous 
heaven-daring sin. And along with the 
sun as the great fire-god, and in due 
time identified with him was the ser- 
pent worshipped. Owen in “Davies 
Druids,” page 437, says, “In the my- 
thology of the primitive world the ser- 
pent is universally the symbol of the 
sun. 


In Egypt one of the symbols of the 
Sun god is a disc with a serpent around 
it. As the sun was supposed to be the 
enlightener of the physical realm so 
the serpent was held to be the enlight- 
ener of the spiritual. In pagan Rome 
this sun worship and serpent worship 
were sometimes joined, sometimes 
separate, but both occupied a high 
place in Roman esteem. 























The Epidaurian snake which the Ro- 
mans worshipped along with the ves- 
tal fire was to them a divine repre- 
sentative of Aesculapius, child of the 
sun. Thus the worship of the sun as 
the great fire god, represented in pa- 
gan Rome by this Epidaurian snake, 
was that same worship of Babylon, 
when the Chaldeans worshipped the 
sun as Baal, also known as Bacchus 














From our study of these historical 
facts, we deduce one startling and defi- 
nite conclusion. The mysterious Ro- 
man Catholic ritual of transsubstan- 
tion, and the adoration of the wafer, 
in the “bloodless sacrifice of the Mass” 
are but a combination of sun worship 
and serpent worship stolen from Baby- 
lonian altars. How hideous and dread- 
ful does this Roman “bloodless sacri- 
fice’ become when we realize that it 
is done in the name of Christ! See in 
thousands of Catholic Churches a 
priest pretending to command Christ 
to enter a piece of bread material! See 
him dispense these wafers to his gulli- 
ble people while he has his fill of the 
sacramental wine! See him teach his 
people that these material elements 
are the actual body and blood of 
Christ and that the suffering of Jesus, 
the Son of God, is improved upon by 
his awful ritual! Where should we 
seek a greater delusion? Where could 
we find in the world’s awful history 
greater blasphemous pretensions? 
Where shall we look in all the realms 
of darkness for a greater soul destroy- 
ing evil than the Roman Catholic 
Mass? No use searching, reader, for 
there is none. 

The Holy Scripture says, ““Without 
shedding of blood there is no remis- 
sion—so also Christ was ONCE offer- 
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pear the second time, apart from sin 
unto salvation” (Heb. 9:22 & 28). 

Though we need no further evi- 
dence that Rome’s “bloodless sacti- 
fice” is pagan, another thing we ought 
to notice. Those who partake of 
Rome’s “good god” must do so while 
fasting. This is an indispensable law 
of the church of Rome. But look back 
to the Eleusian mysteries and we easily 
find the reason. According to Potter's 
“Eleusiania,” page 356, we learn that 
the first question put to those seeking 
initiation was, “Are you fasting ?” Un- 
less this question was “‘yes” the candi- 
date could not be initiated. 

Under the mosaic law the priest ate 
of the sacrifice offered at the altar. In 
Jeremiah we read how children were 
offered to Baal. Since the priest must 
necessarily partake and eat of the sac- 
rifice, the priest of Baal was called 
“Cahn-Bal” or devourer of human 
flesh. Hence the word “‘cannibal.” 

Is it not of startling significance 
that both words “cannibal” and un- 
bloody sacrifice” have their origin in 
the worship of Baal ? 

If it were true, as the Roman priest 
declares, that Christ is brought by 
transsubstantiation into the round 
“good god” wafer, even for fifteen 


minutes, and a communicant swallows 
that wafer, is he not a cannibal ? 


The True Sacrifice 

How vastly different is God’s truth 
from this delusion of Rome. The pow- 
er of celebrating Mass is the chief pre- 
tence of the Roman priesthood, but 
there is not one word of authority in 
the Bible for such ritual. Christ sent 
his disciples to preach and baptize, 
never to say Mass (Matt. 28:19). 

In the book of Acts and in the Epis- 
tles we read of the saints of God pray- 
ing, praising God, preaching the gos- 
pel and teaching the word, but never 
anything about a heathen “unbloody 
sacrifice.” 

“But now once in the end of the 
world hath He (Christ) appeared to 
PUT AWAY sin by the sacrifice of 
HIMSELF” (Heb. 9:26). “And every 
priest standeth daily ministering and 
offering often times the SAME sacti- 
fices which can NEVER take away 
sins; but this man (Christ) after he 
had offered ONE sacrifice for sins 
FOREVER, sat down at the right hand 
of God” (Heb. 10:11, 12). “For by 
ONE offering he hath PERFECTED 
FOREVER them that are sanctified” 
(Heb. 10:14). 
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a article | 
was inspired by 
the statement of 
Pedro Cardinal 
Segura, who de- 
nounced free- 
dom of thought, | 
of religion, and | 
of the press as 
“liberties of perdition,” and blamed 
them for the “great evils of the 
world.” He noted also that “free- 
dom of religion is considered a priv- 
ilege or prerogative of the modern 
world,” but reminded the faithful 
that the Roman Catholic Church 
“condemns this freedom in an ener- 

getic and decisive manner.” 










































































B* THE French people, Victor 
Hugo will always be honored 
above all as a great national poet, as the 
living voice of the populace. He expressed 
all of that which forms the characteristics 
and charm of the French nation, incarnat- 
ing the spirit of his fatherland. 

But the glory of Victor Hugo does not 
belong to France alone; it is the heritage 
of the world. His figure and his voice are 
in the hearts of all those who suffer, fight, 
and hope for an active, righteous, pacific 
society. 

He was a man of letters whose heart 
beat in unison with the heart of America. 
Therefore it is rightful and dutiful to join 
ourselves with the great French nation in 
temembering Victor Hugo on the anniver- 
saty of his exile. 
























The New York Times, September 18, 
1952, 
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On the Centennial Anniversary of his Banishment—1852-1952 


VICTOR HUGO 


By ITALO MANZINI 





Born in a conservative family, son of a 
Napoleon general, Victor Hugo made of 
liberty, of the elevation of the people, of 
democracy, of the republic, the ideal and 
purpose of his life. He was not the poet of 
the art for the art, the poet of abstract ideal 
forms: his fond, humanitarian dream was 
not merely a vague sentiment. For Victor 
Hugo, a poet was a leader who enters into 
the arena fighting for the cause of justice 
and liberty. 

In Hugo’s prose we feel the passion of 
a wrestler, the ardor of an apostle, and we 
admire the jurist and the wise historian. 
His poems and his romances becaine the 
rostrum from which he appealed to the 
tribunal of history. 

He flouted those cowardly intellectuals, 
those slothfully selfish persons who excuse 
themselves of their avarice of being, isolate 
themselves, and forget that freedom of re- 
ligion, of spirit, of conscience, is the essen- 
tial groundwork _ which all other lib- 
erties are built. Religious absolutism, servi- 
tude of conscience, and bondage of mind 
are always framed and crowned by political 
despotism. Political dictatorship is possible 
only after the thraldom of souls to a reli- 
gious tyranny. 

I wish to remind our readers that the 
spiritual unity of Europe during the last 
century was possible only after the Evan- 
gelical ideals permeated, through roman- 
ticism, the spirit of the peoples. The spirit- 
ual unity of Europe was made by the Evan- 
gelical principle of freedom.* 


Clerical Party Castigated 


The soul of Victor Hugo, as Tertullian 
would have said, was “‘naturaliter Chris- 





*The preface to Hugo's play, “Crom- 
well,” March, 1827, constituted the De- 
claration of Rights” of the romantic move- 
ment, 
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tiana” (Christian by nature), longing for 
freedom irrestibly, hating every form of 
tyranny. 

He fought for freedom of thought. Lis- 
ten to him: 

“Ah, we know you! We know the cleri- 
cal party; it is an old party. This it is which 
has found for the truth those two marvelous 
supporters, ignorance and error. This it is 
which forbids to science and genius the go- 
ing beyond the Missal and which wishes to 
cloister thought in dogmas. Every step 
which the intelligence of Europe has taken 
has been in spite of it. Its history is written 
in the history of human progress, but it is 
written on the back of the leaf. It is op- 
posed to it all. This it is which caused Pri- 
nelli to be scourged for having said that 
stars would not fall. This it is which put 
Campanella seven times to torture for say- 
ing that the number of worlds was infinite 
and for having caught a glimpse of the se- 
cret of creation. This it is which persecuted 
Harvey for having proved the circulation of 
the blood. In the name of Jesus, it shut up 
Galileo. In the name of Saint Paul it im- 
prisoned Christopher Columbus. To dis- 
cover a law of the heavens was an impiety, 
to find a world was a heresy. This it is 
which anathematized Pascal in the name of 
religion, Montaigne in the name of moral- 
ity, Moliére in the name of both morality 
and religion.” 


The Bible Exalted 


Hugo was our ally in the battle for the 
separation of the Church and State; and in 
this fight he wielded a weapon—the Bible! 
He recognized the Scriptures as the book 
of the freedom of the people—the code of 
human rights and brotherhood. He was a 
defender of private interpretation against 
the arbitrary dictums of the hierarchy. He 
was one of the greatest artists who made the 
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Bible a source of inspiration of their ag 
and of their action, of which the object was 
the elevation of the people, from the peo. 
ple, by the people. 

“There is a book,’”’ he wrote, ‘“—a book 
which is from one end to the other ap 
emanation from above; a book which is for 
ALL THE WORLD .. . a book which cop. 
tains all human wisdom illuminated by al] 
divine wisdom—a book which the venem. 
tion of the people call THE BOOK—The 
Bible! Well, your censure has reached even 
that—unheard of thing! Popes have pro. 
scribed the Bible. How astonishing to wise 
spirits; how overpowering to simple hearts 
to see the finger of Rome placed upon the 
book of God! 

He fought in the defence of freedom of 
school and education. 

“You claim the liberty of teaching. Stop; 
be sincere. Let us understand the liberty 
which you claim. It is the liberty of not 
teaching. You wish us to give you the peo. 
ple to instruct. Very well. Let us see your 
pupils. Let us see what you have produced, 
What have you done for Italy ? What have 
you done for Spain? . . . This fire which 

(Continued on page 318) 


8Information (of the Paulist Fathers, Oc- 
tober, 1952, page 60) gives the following 
answer to the question, “Which is more 
important, the Church or the Bible?” "The 
Catholic (Roman) Church is more impor- 
tant than the Bible . . . therefore it is the 
Catholic Church upon which God depends 
to bring salvation to all men.” 
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THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH — 
IS IT APOSTOLIC IN SUCCESSION? 


By ANGELO LO VALLO 





OMAN CATHOLIC dogmatic theologians list apostolicity as the fourth 

K mark of their Church. Writing for Roman Catholic consumption, they 
inform their readers that the character note of apostolicity determines 
whether or not a Church may be that true Church founded by Christ and His Apostles. 
This question is vitally important because, according to them, it involves the question 
of eternal salvation which must be obtained through the medium of the true Church. 
For it is indeed a de Fide teaching of the Roman Church that “Extra ecclesia nulla 








The following excerpts from 
the writings of Roman Catholic theo- 
logians give the correct Roman Cath- 
olic official teaching: 

“The fourth mark of the Church is 
her apostolicity. This term designates 
the fact that her governing and teach- 
ing body today and throughout all 
ages is nothing else than the continu- 
ation of the Apostolic body to which 
Christ gave His mission. . . 

“Those teachers and rulers of relig- 
ious organizations who do not truly 
derive their Orders and also their mis- 
sion from the Apostolic body, cannot 
rightly claim to be sent by Christ. . . 
This union, or identity, with the Apos- 
tolicity.’”* 

As another Roman Catholic theo- 
logian explains: “The true Church of 
Christ is necessarily Apostolic. It must 
be apostolic . . . in the succession of 
its rulers, i.e., the pastors who govern 
the church in every age must be suc- 
cessors of the Apostles, who received 
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salus”—outside of the Church (Roman) there is no salvation. 





their mission and authority directly 
from Christ. It is apostolicity in this 
latter sense that constitutes a visible 
mark of the Church. 

“The Apostolic origin of the 
Church’s doctrine and sacraments is 
less evident than the Apostolic suc- 
cession, which is a patent fact... . 
But if it is once proved that the pas- 
tors of a Church are true successors 
of the Apostles, and thus invested 
with that power conferred on the Apos- 
tles, we have evidence that this is the 
true Church of Christ . . . To become 
a successor of the Apostles it is neces- 
sary to be received into the body of 
the Apostles—into that body to which 
Christ gave power to rule His Church. 
Thus even at the time of the Apostles 
their successors were appointed. It is 
by admission of new members who 
take the place of 
the deceased, that = 3 
the power peculiar 
to a moral body is 
transmitted. Thus 
the power confer- 
red on the Apostles 
with St. Peter at 















their head must be transmitted to the 
Bishops with the Pope at their head. 
But since a two fold power—orders 
and jurisdiction—has been given to the 
Church one cannot become successor 
of the Apostles, in the full sense of 
the word, not being duly ordained and 
invested with jurisdiction. But*jurisdic- 
tion is possessed only by those in com- 
munion with, and under the obedience 
of, the Supreme head of the Church.” 
Hence the Council of Trent declares 
“those incorporated by the authority 
of the Pope to be the true and lawful 
bishops.”’* 


Fallacy of Rome’s Claims 


We have never been able to compre- 
hend the efficacy of the argument about 
apostolicity advanced by the Roman 
Church, i.e. that her sacerdotal and 
episcopal orders come without inter- 
ruption from the Apostles. If this char- 
acteristic mark of Apostolicity is as 
great as they assert, then 7 goes 
against the Roman Church, and favors 
instead the Greek Church. 

How many Churches does Rome 
have that can claim to be Apostolic? 
Only Rome. The Greek Church has 
many: Jerusalem, Samaria, Antioch, 
Athens, Corinth, Ephesus, Alexandria, 
Thessalonica. If apostolic succession is 
an essential as the Roman Church 
avers, then she must yield to the Greek 
Church. The Roman Church has only 
one apostolic Church while the Greek 
Church has many. The Roman Church 
holds that her orders descend from 
Peter and Paul; the Greek Church 





*Handbook on the Christian Religion, by 
Rev. W. Wilmers, S.]., published by Ben- 
ziger Brothers, 1891, Imprimatur Arcb- 
bishop Michael Augustine, p. 112. 


®Council of Trent, Sess. 23, Canon. 8. 
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holds that her orders came from Pe 













ter, Paul, St. John, St. James, and the § be 
rest of the Apostles. If Apostolicity | tus 
is a certain and secure mark of the § firs 
true Church, why does the Roman § the 
Church then condemn the Greek] | 
Church which can validly lay hold to | ate 
the claim of being more truly and legi. | «y 
timately apostolic? In that case the pre 
Roman Church defeats herself by her } he. 
own method of argumentation. If | pa 
apostolic succession from twelve is not pal 
sufficient for the Greek Church to de. } sor 
nominate herself apostolic, how can pre 
succession from two out of twelve | his 
Apostles be sufficient for the Roman pre 
Church to call herself apostolic? Are } arc 
not twelve greater than two? Is not } tin 





the whole greater than a part? The 
Roman Church, by stressing these 
things, discloses her weakest points, 
and proves that the Greek schismatic 
churches are more a true church than 
herself. 

The Roman Church teaches that her 
orders come to her from Peter and 
Paul through an unbroken chain, there- 
fore they are apostolic. We do not be- 
lieve that there are any Roman Catho- 
lics so simple and ignorant as to be- 
lieve that those words mean that for 
neatly two thousand years the Apos- 
tles in person have ordained and con- 
secrated the Popes, Bishops, priests 
and their successors. On the contrary, 
we maintain that such an apostolical 
succession never began. If it never be- 
gan, there is no need to try to prove 
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that the remains or traces of it are to 
be found in the past or present cen- 
turies. We firmly believe that the very 
first link in the chain of succession to 
the Apostles is lacking. 

Eutycheus of Alexander substanti- 
ates our contention when he writes: 
“Moreover, Mark appointed twelve 
presbyters, with Ananias, on whose 
head the other eleven might place their 
hands, and bless him and create him 
patriarch or bishop, and then choose 
some excellent men, and appoint him 
presbyter with themselves in place of 
him. Nor did this custom, that the 
presbyters should create their patri- 
arch, cease at Alexandria until the 
time of Alexander, who was of the 
number of three hundred and eighteen 
bishops who met together at the Coun- 
cil of Nice. He forbade the presbyters 
to create the patriarch for the future, 
and decreed, that when the patriarch 
was dead, the bishops should meet to- 
gether and then ordain a patriarch in 
his stead.”” Jerome says: ‘At Alexan- 
dria, from Mark to the Bishops Hera- 
dos and Dronysius, presbyters always 
called one elected from among them- 
selves, and placed him in higher rank 
astheir bishop; . . . (Epist. ad. Evagr. 
146). 

These patristic witnesses prove 
equally that the apostles did conse- 
cate Bishops and that for the three 
hundred years that preceded the Coun- 
al of Nice—that is up to 325—the 
custom that existed in Alexandria was, 
not for other bishops to consecrate the 
bishop who was to head the diocese, 
but for the twelve presbyters to assem- 
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i ble together and elect one of their 
; members as chairman or patriarch; and 
» their selection, without any consecta- 
At. J tion by a bishop, was automatically 
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and de jure the appointment of a bish- 
op. Thus the Roman Catholic ar- 
gument for the Apostolic succession 
of her episcopal orders falls to the 
ground because the first link in the 
transmission of this apostolic succes- 
sion is altogether missing. 


To further confirm this position, 
and demonstrate that Alexandria was 
not the only city in which such an 
event took place, we shall place before 
you an extract from the works of St. 
Ambrose: “The Apostle sends Tim- 
othy, created by him a presbyter or 
bishop (for the chief presbyters were 
called bishops) that when he depart- 
ed, the one that followed in rotation 
might succeed him.’”* 


Now, it is perfectly evident that 
Timothy was not made an Apostle by 
Paul; nor was he consecrated a bishop, 
but was simply ordained a presbyter. 
As a matter of fact Paul says in I Tim. 
4:14 that Timothy was ordained by 
“laying on of the hands of the pres- 
bytery.” But according to Roman Cath- 
olic teaching presbyters cannot make 
nor take part in the making of a bish- 
op: bishops must make a bishop, and 
yet Timothy was made a bishop by 
the presbyters only! Thus the first link 
in the long chain of Apostolic succes- 
sion on which the Roman Church bas- 
es her arrogant claim is missing in 
this early case also. If Timothy was 
not made a bishop, it is crystal clear 
that Apostolic succession never began 
in the sense that the Roman Church 
holds; and if it never began, it does 
not make any difference where they 
may discover it in the Middle Ages, 
or what ministers possess it today. 





*Comment. St. Pouli Epist., Com. IV. Il. 
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No Trace of Succession 


Supposing for the sake of argument 
that there was a beginning to Apos- 
tolic succession, let us examine the 
facts of history in the whole back- 
ground of Europe. To every honest 
student of history these facts are well 
known. Cyprian was consecrated a 
bishop immediately after he was bap- 
tized and converted from paganism. 
Was he a wise choice? A laic by the 
name of Eucherius became bishop of 
Lyons. John IX, as a layman, was 
made Pope. What kind of Apostolic 
succession could he transmit ? The Ro- 
man Church cannot even venture a 
guess here. In 1308, Clement V gave 
his doctor, a layman, the archbishopric 
of Metz because the latter worked a 
cure on the Pope’s person. How can 
one without valid episcopal orders 
transmit valid orders? What happens 
then to the Roman Catholic Church's 
blessed Apostolic succession ? 

From the deposition of Leo V in 
903 to the election of Leo VII in 
936, there was not one Roman Catho- 
lic canonically ordained cleric; not one 
Roman Catholic cleric who had a can- 
onical right to his benefice. The reason 
for this is that during this 33-year 
period there was not one lawful Pope 
to be had! Popes Christophorsis, Ser- 
guis III, John X, John XI—all of them 
were unlawful popes who obtained 
the papacy through force or simony. 
“These Popes,” says Platina, “thought 
of nothing save how to blot out the 
name and dignity of their predeces- 
sors.”* Since these Popes were unlaw- 
ful popes, they had no right to the 
chair of the papacy; they consecrated 
bishops invalidly; they ordained priests 


5Vit. Romani I. 
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invalidly, they created cardinals inval- 
idly. These invalidly elected Cardinals 
could never vote validly for the elec. 
tion of a Pope. Thus the argument of 
the Roman Church that she today pos. 
sesses the original jurisdiction and mis. 
sion of the Apostles crumbles com. 
pletely to the ground. 

In 855, there was a Popess by the 
name of Joan. The Roman Church de. 
nies this; but, Platina, a Roman Cath. 
olic historian and librarian of the Vat. 
ican wrote the history of this popes, 
calling her John VIII. Thus the ques. 
tion that could be asked is this: Was 
she a valid Roman Catholic instrument 
for their Apostolic succession ? 

In 964, because of the wrangle be 
tween Benedict V and Leo VIII, King 
Otho declared that he would hereafter 
appoint the pope and decided in favor 
of Leo VIII. Which of the two was 
the true Pope? Has Otho caused here 
a break in the Roman Catholic Apos 
tolic succession? If so, this break has 
never been repaired! We have here 
the case where awkward Roman Cath- 
olic Apostolic succession was contin 
ued not by a Pope but by a King— 
Otho! 

In 1044, there were four Popes 
claiming to be the Pope, namely Bene- 
dict IX, Silvester III, John XX, and 
Gregory VI. Which one was the true 
pope, and, thus, the channel through 
whom Apostolic succession flowed? 

Again, from 1159 through 1182 
there were four persons who held at 
the same time to be pope: Alexander 
III, Victor IV, Octavian and Roland. 
Which was the legitimate and true 
Pope? 

Again, from 1378 to the year 1409 
there were two popes, one at Rome, 
the other at Avignon; each had his 
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own group of bishops, priests who 
backed him; each excommunicated the 
other; and the Roman Church still 
has not settled the question which was 
the true Pope and the correct medium 
through which Apostolic succession 
was to be prolonged. 

The Roman Catholic Apostolic suc- 
cession and privileges suffered further 
shipwreck at the Council of Constance 
held in 1414. At the time of this Coun- 
cil there were three rival popes name- 
ly: Gregory XII, John XXIII, and 
Benedict XIII. The Council of Con- 
stance declared all three illegitimate 

pes and thus their consecrations of 
bishops and ordination of priests and 
creation of cardinals were invalid. The 
Council of Constance then went on to 
appoint Martin V instead of one of 
the three claimants. But according to 
the Bull of Nicholas II, only cardinals 
had the right to vote for Pope. Then 
the election of Martin V was void. The 














































































has | only ones eligible to vote for Pope 
here | were the three claimants: thus if two 
‘ath | voted for one, the one voted in would 
atin | have been the true Pope. But since 





each one claimed to be Pope, each one 
voted himself in; and this, too, ren- 
ders their procedure null and void ac- 
cording to the Bull of Nicholas II 
which was later enlarged and confirm- 
ed by Alexander III in the third Lat- 
eran Council held in 1179. Thus a 
breach has been caused which has 
never been fixed, and thus the Roman 
Catholic claim of apostolicity and heir- 
ship to St. Peter is an idle and absurd 
daim. 














Doctrine of Intention 

The assertion made by Roman Cath- 
lic theologians that apostolicity in 
the Roman Church is a potent fact 
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does not square with the Roman Cath- 
olic doctrine of Intention. A Roman 
Catholic bishop or priest can never be 
positive that they have received valid 
orders because everything depends up- 
on the intention of the one consecrat- 
ing or ordaining. If the latter did not 
have the right intention, then he has 
conferred invalid orders. And if he 
has granted invalid orders, then these 
bishops and priests invalidly adminis- 
ter the sacraments and jurisdiction per- 
taining to their orders. And laics tak- 
en care of by these invalidly conse- 
crated and ordained bishops and priests 
are irrevocably consigned to the eter- 
nal fires of Hell. 

Consequently, a Roman Catholic 
and priest, as long as they remain 
such, can never be positive that they 
have received valid orders because of 
the unknown subjective intention of 
the one consecrating and ordaining. 
And Roman Catholics on the other 
hand will forever be in doubt as to 
whether or not they have been validly 
baptized, or forgiven of sin in the con- 
fessional box. In other words, Roman 
Catholic bishops and priests and laics 
must always hold the valid reception 
of the sacraments in doubt. Thus Ro- 
man Catholic clerical orders exist not 
in the realm of fact but of doubt. 

The moral picture of the Roman 
Church through which this so-called 
Apostolic succession has descended, is 
given by the celebrated Cardinal Bar- 
onius, the most distinguished histo- 
rian and son of the Roman Catholic 
Church. Concerning the 10th Century, 
Cardinal Baronius writes: ‘Behold 
the nine hundredth year of the Re- 
deemer begins, in which a new age 
commences, which by reason of its 
asperity and barrenness of good has 
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been wont to be called the iron age, 
and by the deformity of its exuberant 
evil the leaden age, and by its poverty 
of writers the dark age. Standing up- 
on the threshold of which, we have 
found it expedient, before we proceed 
further, on account of the crimes 
which it has been our lot to behold 
before the door, to make some preface 
by way of admonition to the reader, 
lest the weak-minded should take of- 
fence, if he sometimes perceives the 
abomination of desolation standing in 
the temple.’”® 

“What was then the face of the 
holy Roman Church? How exceeding 
foul was it, when most powerful, and 
sordid, and abandoned women ruled 
at Rome, at whose will the sees were 
changed, bishops were presented, and, 
what is horrid to hear and unutterable, 
false pontiffs, (what becomes of apos- 
tolic succession? and papal succession 
from Peter?) their lovers, were in- 
truded into the chair of Peter, who 
were only written in the catalogue of 
Roman Pontiffs for the sake of mark- 
ing times! For who can affirm, that 
men illegally intruded by wicked wom- 
en of this sort, where Roman Pon- 
tiffs? There was never any mention of 
the clergy electing or afterwards ap- 
proving. All the canons were closed in 
silence, the decrees of the Pontiffs 
were suppressed, the ancient traditions 
were proscribed, and the ancient cus- 
toms in electing the Pope, and the sa- 
cred ceremonies, and the usages of 
former days were wholly extinct. Thus, 
lust, relying upon the secular power, 
and mad and stimulated with the rage 
of dominion, claimed everything for 


*The Ecclesiastical Annals of Baronius: 
Pope Stephen VII, A.D. 900. Antwerp, 
1603. 
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itself. Then, as it seems, Christ evi. 
dently was in a deep sleep in the ship, 
when these winds blowing so strongly, 
the ship itself was covered with the 
waves.’”" 

“For nearly 150 years, about fifty 
popes, namely, from John Eighth, who 
succeeded the holy Popes Nicholas 
and Adrian II, to Leo IX... . de 
serted wholly the virtue of their pred. 
ecessors, being apostate, rather than 
apostolical.’’® 


“After the death of Sergius, there 
was a schism in the Church of Rome, 
between Benedict VIII, Son of Greg. 
ory, Count of Frescati, and one Greg. 
ory, who was elected by some Romans 
who ousted Benedict. He fled to Hen. 
ry, King of Germany, who immediate- 
ly raised forces, and marched into Italy 
to reéstablish him. As soon as the 
King arrived, Gregory fled for it, and 
Benedict was received without any op- 
position.””® 

‘Benedict died in 1024. The Count 
of Frescati, that the popedom might 
still be in his family, caused his other 
son to be elected in the room of Ben- 
edict VIII, though he was not then in 
orders. He was ordained and called 
John . . . It is said that some time af- 
ter, this Pope being sensible that his 
election was vicious and simonical, 
withdrew into a monastery, therein to 
suffer penance, and that he forbore 
performing any part of its functions 
till such time as he was chosen again 
by his clergy.””° 

(Continued on page 314) 


*Baronius, A.D. 912. 

8Genebrard’s Chronicles, A.D. 904. 

9AN. Baronius 1012. 

104.D. 1024—Ecclesiastical History of 
the Eleventh Century of Christianity 
Drysin. 
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///, THE CULT OF A WOMAN 


Written in Rome 


HE NEW DOGMA of the as- 
sumption of Mary is the fourth 

of a series: The Divine Maternity, 
the Immaculate Conception, the Per- 
petual Virginity, and the Assump- 
/ tion of Mary’s body into heaven. The 
, Jesuit Society has sponsored the 
Mary-cult for many decades, and 
now its victory over the church is 
complete. Only one step more could 
, possibly be made, and that to define 
as a dogma that Mary is one of the 
Trinity —or the Divine Quartet— 
making her equal to God Himself. 
As one visits Rome’s churches and 
basilicas, he is impressed with the 
Christless religion here practiced, 
and the extent to which the Mary- 
cult really permeates the Roman Cath- 
olic religion. Mary is everywhere. 
Jesus is either an innocent babe in 
Mary’s arms, or a horribly disfigured 
corpse hanging from a cross. I have 
yet to see any image or painting of 
Christ in a church for public worship 
which is in any way attractive—and 
that is true of all Catholic countries. 
It seems to be the policy of the church 
to make Christ as repugnant as possi- 
ble, and Mary attractive as possible. 
When the dogma of the Immacu- 
late Conception was defined, the 
painter Podesti produced a canvas 
which hangs in the Vatican Museum. 
It shows Mary between God the Fath- 
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er and the Son. She has an enormous 
halo about her head, while the Father 
and Son have small ones. The Holy 
Spirit in the form of a dove is about 
to rest on Mary’s head. 

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion 
that Mariolatry is the real intent of 
the church. In every way her cultus is 
encouraged, her images covered with 
jewelry and venerated. 

Another strange phenomenon is the 
Catholic conception of Mary’s appari- 
tions. Recently she is supposed to have 
appeared to a Wisconsin farm woman 
and many thousands flocked to see her. 
That is not yet official. She appeared 
as Fatima to some Portuguese children 
a few years back, and that is the new- 
est Catholic fad. Years ago she ap- 
peared as Guadalupe to an Indian, 
Juan Diego, on a hill outside of Mex- 
ico City, and she is worshipped by 
twenty million Mexicans as “Our Lady 


of Guadelupe.” In France, it is Notre 
Dame du Lourdes; in Cuba, it is “Nu- 


estra Sefora del Cobre’; in Chile, 
“Nuestra Sefiora del Carmen’’; in Ar- 
gentina, “Nuestra Sefiora de Lujan.” 
Officially all these are the same Mary, 
but in the minds of Roman Catholics 
these are different goddesses. Recently 
a traveller in Spain overheard a group 
of men on a train arguing this point. 
They insisted each was a separate god- 
dess to whom worship was due. 
How like Judah’s apostasy is all 
this. “According to the number of thy 
cities were thy gods, O Judah; and 
according to the number of the streets 
of Jerusalem have ye set up altars to 
that shameful thing, even altars to 
burn incense unto Baal.” Jer. 11:13. 


An Insult to Mary 
There seemed to be a Mary-cult in 
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Jeremiah’s time, from which he pe. 
suaded them to turn, to their dissatis 
faction. They said: ‘But we will ce. 
tainly do whatsoever thing goeth forth 
out of our own mouth, to burn ip 
cense unto the queen of heaven, and 
to pour out drink offerings unto her, 
as we have done, we, and our fathers 
our kings, and our princes, in the 
cities of Judah, and in the streets of 
Jerusalem; for then had we plenty of 
victuals, and were well, and saw no 
evil. But since we left off to burn ip. 
cense to the queen of heaven, and to 
pour out drink offerings unto her, we 
have wanted all things, and have been 
consumed by the sword and by the 
famine. And when we burned incense 
to the queen of heaven, and poured 
out drink offerings unto her, did we 
make her cakes to worship her, and 
pour out drink offerings unto her, 
without our men?” Jer. 44:17-19, 

Personally, we have seen the pic 
ture Jeremiah gives of cakes being 
made for the queen of heaven in one 
of the South American countries. “The 
children gather wood, and the father 
kindle the fire, and the women knead 
their dough, to make cakes to the 
queen of heaven, and to pour out 
drink offerings unto other gods, that 
they may provoke me to anger.” Jere 
miah 7:18. 

In Madrid a Falangista tract is ct 
culated giving the story of two little 
girls both of whose mothers were ill. 
One prayed to Mary and the other to 
Jesus. The mother of the one who 
prayed to Mary recovered, but the 
mother of the girl who prayed to Jesus 
died. The girls wondered why this 
should be, as they figured their pray- 
ers should have been equally effective 

(Continued on page 314) 
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a growth of Roman Catholicism in 
PICT the United States during its past history is 
eingy necessary before an intelligent estimate can 
one# be made as to whether it is likely that 

"The | America will ever become Roman Catholic. 
hers Roman Catholic authorities are not ad- 
ay vee to letting the American people know 
neae} just how much they have grown. The Cath- 
the } olic hierarchy and other Catholic authori- 
Out f ties continually speak to the American peo- 
that | ple through the Catholic press of the “mag- 
Jere: nificent” growth their Church has made 

throughout American history. 
) The following editorial prefaces The Of- 
$ Cit} ficial Catholic Directory of 1950: 

little As 1950 records a half century of the 
ill greatest progress known to man, it is well 
ee also, to summarize the growth during this 
er to period of the Catholic Church in the United 

who States by presenting comparative figures. 
In 1900 the total population of the Unit- 
t the ed States was 75,994,575 and the Catholic 
Jesus population 10,129,677 which represented 
; 13.3 per cent of the total. In 1950 the total 
> this population of the United States (estimate) 
ray is 150,000,000 and the Catholic population 
pray 27,766,141 which represents 18.5 per cent 
sctive.| of the total, thereby showing that the 





Church has outstripped this growth and de- 
velopment by approximately 40 per cent. 
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Much of this is a pleasing reflection on the 
personnel of Mother Church, the Hierarchy 
of which in the United States has grown 
from 91 to 182, while the ordained priests 
in 1900 totaled 11,636, now number 42,970. 
Apparently this vast number of clergy is 
not yet sufficient for the many demands 
made on their time, as our 388 seminaries 
now house students for the priesthood in 
the number of 25,622. 


In particular, we record those noble wom- 
en in Religious Communities who are de- 
voting their lives to the greater honor and 
glory of God and do much in the service 
of Mother Church that could not possibly 
be accomplished by the limited number of 
our Reverend Clergy. In 1900 these Sisters 
numbered 43,567 while today their number 
is 147,310... 

From about one per cent in 1790 to at 
least 13.3 per cent in 1900, Roman Cath- 
olicism has made consistent gains in mem- 
bership each succeeding decade. Their 
greatest gains were registered in the two 
decades from 1840 to 1860; a proportion- 
ate gain of 3.6 per cent being made from 
1840 to 1850 and 3.1 per cent from 1850 
to 1860. They increased numerically from 
661,254 to 3,392,980 in these two decades. 
(See Table I) 


The Half Century 1900-1950 


In the study of Roman Catholic growth 
in this half century, figures issued by the 
Official Catholic Directory will be used ex- 
clusively to give the number of Roman 
Catholics in the United States for any given 
year. The Directory is the only authorita- 
tive agency which issues such information 
yearly. 

Table II gives the figures for the growth 
of the Roman Catholic Church member- 
ship during the first half of the twentieth 
century. In order to make this table more 
meaningful, short periods of time will be 
analyzed. 


1900-1920 


Using the figures given by the Official 
Catholic Directory, the Catholic population 
of the United States increased from 10,129,- 
677 to 17,735,553, am increase of 76 per 





1Louis Kenedy, Editor, The Official Cath- 
olic Directory for the Year of Our Lord 
1950 (New York: P. ]. Kenedy and Sons, 
1950) page not numbered. 
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cent; while the population of the whole 
United States increased from 75,994,575 to 
105,710,620, an increase of only 39.1 per 
cent. During these two decades the propor- 
tion of Roman Catholics to the whole pop- 
ulation increased from 13.3 per cent to 16.8 
per cent. This was a period of great immi- 
gration to the United States, with more than 
ten million immigrants coming to America, 
many of them from Latin and Slovak coun- 
tries, which are Roman Catholic.? 


1920-1930 


In this decade the Catholic population 
registered a net gain of 2,468,149, while 
the population showed a net increase of 
17,064,426; the proportion of the Roman 
Catholic members to the total population 
decreased from 16.8 per cent to 16.5 per 
cent. 


1930-1940 


The trend of proportionate decline con- 
tinued in this decade. While the Roman 
Catholic population increased by 1,199,434, 
the population of the country increased by 
8,894,229 and the proportion of Roman 
Catholics again declined to 16.3 per cent. 

Undoubtedly Kenneth Latourette, Amer- 
ican church historian, was thinking heavily 
about the Roman Catholic decline from 
1920 to 1940 when he wrote: “. . . Grounds 
exist for believing that the Roman Catho- 
lic Church is not far from the peak of its 
strength in the United States . . .”’4 


1940-1950 


This very troublesome period of the 
world’s history witnessed an amazing come- 
back and rebirth of vigor on the part of the 
Roman Catholic Church in the United 
States. 

This rebirth of vigor is manifested in an 
amazing increase in Roman Catholic mem- 
bership since 1940. The trend of relative 
decline which existed in the previous dec- 


*Winfred E. Garrison, Catholicism and 
the American Mind (Chicago: Whllett, 
Clark, and Colby, 1928), p. 97. 

*Kenneth S. Latourette, The Christian 
Outlook (New York: Harper and Brothers, 
1948) p. 130. 
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ades was not only stopped, but a trend of 
proportionate increase was definitely ang 
vigorously established. 

Whereas in the decade from 1930 tp 
1940 the Roman Catholic Church’s mem. 
bership increased by 1,199,434, slightly less 
than 6 per cent, its membership increase 
6,363,005 or 29.3 per cent in the decade 
from 1940 to 1950. Thus the net increas 
of its membership was nearly five time 
greater than in the previous decade. 

Whereas in the previous decade the pro 
portion of Roman Catholic membership to 
the total United States population decreased 
from 16.5 per cent in 1930 to 16.3 per cent 
in 1940, it increased from 16.3 per cent in 
1940 to 18.5 per cent in 1950. 

If the decade is broken into units of five 
year periods, this trend becomes even more 
apparent. The total net gain from 1940 to 
1945 was 2,560,535, while the total ne 
gain from 1945 to 1950 was 3,802,470, 

If these figures no a true picture and 
point to a true trend that would extend into 
future years, the future of religion in Amer 
ica would be in the hands of the Roma 
Catholic Church within a few generations, 

To give a true picture, however, the in 
crease in membership of all churches mus 
be taken into consideration. The turmoil in 


TABLE I 


ZQRQoBREEEA RP SREB SLRB BS 


&- 


Growth of Roman Catholicism in th] ’ 


United States 
1790-1900 


(According to John Gilmary Shea) 


Total 
Population 
3,929,214 
9,638,453 


Number of 

Catholics 
40,000 
243,000 
337,620 
661,254 
1,767,841 
3,392,980 
4,901,980 
7,026,820 


Year 


1790 
1820 
1830 
1840 
1850 
1860 
1870 
1880 


23,191,876 
31,443,321 
39,818,449 
50,155,783 
1890 62,947,714 10,419,668 
1900 75,994,575 13,537,697 


Sources: The population figures were takes 
from the Bulletin Almanac, 1949. The figures 


for the number of Roman Catholics were takes 


from the Encyclopedia Brittanica, Volume ¥, 


1949, p. 421. 
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this decade of the world’s history caused 
many people to turn their thoughts to God 
and the Church. Church members consti- 
tuted 54.2 per cent of the total population 
in 1949 as compared with 49 per cent of 
the population in 1939.° Protestant mem- 
bership increased a great deal also during 
this decade.’ 


It should also be borne in mind that the 
Roman Catholic membership was increased 
substantially by the large birth-rate during 
this decade, since their figures include bap- 
tized infants and children; whereas Protes- 
tant membership was not affected by the in- 
creased birth-rate because Protestant 
Churches usually do not include baptized 
but unconfirmed children in their member- 
ship count. 


Also, from 1926 to 1949, Roman Cath- 
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‘Clarence W. Hall, “The State of the 
Church,” Christian Herald (July 1950), p. 
24. 

The Yearbook of American Churches 
for 1941 gives a compilation of 1939-40 
figures for church members. According to 
ibis report, there were 36,103,984 members 
of Protestant Churches (of over 50,000 
membership) which included 31,722,647 
nembers of 13 years of age and older. In 
1949 the Christian Herald states that there 
were 48,674,823 Protestants, mostly 13 
years of age and older. 



















































TABLE II 


Growth of the Roman Catholic 
Church in the United States 






































. Cent 
1 1900-1950 
1 Catholic Total Per Cent 
35 Year Population Population Catholic 
1900 10,129,677 75,994,575 13.3 
1920 17,735,553 105,710,620 16.8 
1925, 18,654,028 
1980 20,203,702 122,775,046 16.5 
1985, 20,523,053 
140 21,403,136 131,669,275 16.3 
IMS 23,963,671 
150 27,766,141 150,697,361 18.5 
151 28,634,878 
29,407,520 





Sources: Catholic population figures were ta- 
ta from yearly Catholic Directories. The to- 


il population figures were taken from the 
bulletin Almanac 1951, p. 78. 
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olic membership increased only 48.4 per 
cent, while church membership for all re- 
ligious bodies increased 51.6 per cent.® 


However, the fact still remains that the 
proportion of the Catholic population to 
the total population increased during the 
decade from 1940 to 1950; while converse- 
ly, the non-Catholic proportion of the pop- 
ulation decreased. 


This trend can best be appreciated if 
the increase of the Roman Catholic mem- 
bership this past decade is compared with 
the increase of the total population of the 
country. Some discount the increase of 
Catholic membership this past decade by 
pointing to the increased birth-rate and de- 
creased death-rate and saying that the in- 
creased Catholic membership is due entire- 
ly to these factors. The facts clearly dis- 
prove such a viewpoint. 


During the decade from 1940 to 1950 
the population of the nation increased from 
131,669,275 to 150,520,198, or a total in- 
crease of 19,028,086, which is a net in- 
crease of 14.4 per cent over 1940. The Ro- 
man Catholic membership increased from 
21,403,136 to 27,766,141 during this same 
period, representing a total increase of 
6,363,005 or a 29.3 per cent increase. Thus 
the percentage increase of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church was twice as great as that of 
the total population. 


Also, the Roman Catholic increase of 
6,363,005 during the decade is just about 
one third of the total increase of the whole 
population, which was 19,028,086. If this 
trend continues, not many decades will 
have to pass before the Roman Catholics 
will represent one-third of the population, 
instead of less than one-fifth as they did in 
1950 or one-sixth as they did in 1940. Such 
a prospect causes every zealous Roman 
Catholic to rejoice and many a Protestant 
to be apprehensive. 


It now remains to ascertain whether the 
figures for 1940-1950 give a true picture. 





“Membership of Religious Bodies with 
over 50,000 Members in 1926, or in 1949, 
or Both,” Information Service, Volume 
XXX, No. 11 (March 17, 1951), p. 2. 
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Apostolic Succession 
(Continued from page 308) 

Finally, we would like to state 
here that the views of the Roman 
Catholic theologians on the question 
of apostolicity do not coincide with 
the views of the early Fathers of the 
Church, to whom they themselves ap- 
peal. As a matter of fact, the early 
Church Fathers attach some import- 
ance not to personal apostolic succes- 
sion but to doctrinal apostolic succes- 
sion. And this is indeed quite a differ- 
ence and the only correct viewpoint! 


Tertullian: “Do we prove the faith 
by persons, or persons by the faith? 
Now, if the heretic should make out 
personal succession, they will have 
done nothing; for their doctrine, com- 
pared with apostolical doctrines, will 
show, from its difference and its con- 
trariety, that it has neither an apostle 
nor a disciple of an apostle for its 
authors.’ 


Ambrose: “Christ is the only one, 
whom no one ought to forsake. If 
there is any Church which rejects the 
faith, and does not possess the funda- 
mentals of the doctrine of the Apos- 
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tles, it is to be deserted. 


11ge Praescript. Haerit. p. 22—by Ter- 
tullian, Lipsiae, 1841. 
2On Luke, Box VI 8, by Ambrose. 


CORRECTION 


By inadvertence, the name of the 
person who wrote the article in the 
November issue entitled ‘Priests 
Invade the Stage,’’ was omitted. 

The name of the author was M. 
Matheson. 


CUODRORORSCEOREERORRERSReReROESoeReeeoenaeeenEn: 
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The Cult of a Woman 
(Continued from page 310) 

But Mary appeared to the motherless 
little girl and said, “You ought tp 
have prayed to me. You ought to have 
known that my son does only what] 
tell him to do. He does nothing on his 
own initiative. I am his intermediary,” 
(From Secret Journey Through Spain, 
p. 46, by Bjorn Hallstrom, Lutter. 
worth Press, London, 1948.) 


Mary’s Place in Scriptures 

The Evangelical Christian does not 
attack Mary. He agrees with the an- 
gel’s statement: “And the angel came 
in unto her, and said, Hail, thou that 
art highly favoured, the Lord is with 
thee: blessed art thou among women.” 
Luke 1:28. But he cannot make a god- 
dess of her. He cannot accept the Im- 
maculate Conception which would 
make Jesus a non-human, whereas 
twice we are told that He was a man 
as we are. “Wherefore in all things it 
behooved him to be made like unto 
his brethren, that he might be a merci- 
ful and faithful high priest in things 
pertaining to God, to make reconcili- 
ation for the sins of the people.” He. 
brews 2:17. ‘For we have not an high 
priest which cannot be touched with 
the feeling of our infirmities; but was 
in all points tempted like as we are, 
yet without sin.” Hebrews 4:15. 

Mary was not sinless because she 
called her Son her own Saviour. “And 
my spirit hath rejoiced in God my 
Saviour.” Luke 1:47. Mary is nowhere 
worshipped in Scripture records. She 
is dealt with as is any other Christian 
woman. The whole Jesuit program of 
the worship of a woman is unchristian 
and antichristian. 

HENRY F. BROWN 
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THE ROMAN CHURCH VS. JEWS 


oe CATHOLIC apolo- 

gists are afraid to inform 

the American public just what is 

the true teaching of the Roman 

Church about the Jews. If they 

honestly did this, they would 

clearly portray the Roman Church 

as being the sole cause of all 

anti-Semitism everywhere in the 

world. The source of all anti- 

Semitism stems from the Roman 

Catholic teaching which holds 

that Jews are to be denied equal 

rights and citizenship in a Christian society because they are descendants of 
a people who put Christ to death. This denial of rights and citizenship 
was practied not only in pre-Reformation Christianity, but also in post- 
Reformation Christianity. To this denial of rights and citizenship to Jews 
can be traced the hardships suffered by the Jews in Europe today. It is 
precisely these same European hardships that the Roman Church wants to 
see the Jews suffer here in Protestant America. 


Moreover, this denial of equal rights and In 1199, Pope Innocent III decreed: 
citizenship to Jews was codified into dog- “As Cain was a wanderer and outcast, 
mas by the Roman Church through the de- pot to be killed by anyone but marked with 
crees of popes and councils, and is an integ- a sign of fear on his forehead, so the Jews 
ral part of the general Roman Catholic dog- _. . . although they are not to be killed, must 
ma of the outlawry of all unbelievers. These always be dispersed as wanderers upon the 


Roman Catholic decrees against the Jews face of the earth” (p. 1291, In Migne, Pat- 
were put into practice by countries domin- rologia, CCXV). 

ated by the Roman Church and by countries “Although Christian piety tolerates the 
greatly influenced by Roman Catholic pres- Jews . .. whose own fault commits them to 
sure, 


perpetual slavery . . . and allows them to 

aiid Decislons Anal h continue with us . . . they must not be al- 
apal Decisions Against the Jews lowed to remain ungrateful to us in such a 
A cursory review of history shows that way as to repay us with contumely for fa- 
the Roman Church had agitated against the vors and contempt for our familiarity. They 
Jews in the very first years of her existence. are admitted to our familiarity only through 
But it was in the middle of the 12th cen- mercy; but they are to us as dangerous as 
tury and continuing through subsequent _ the insect in the apple, as the serpent in the 
centuries. that the Roman Church adopted breast . . . Since, therefore, they have al- 
definite and official restrictive measures ready begun to gnaw like the rat, and to 
against the Jews. sting like the serpent, it is to our shame that 
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the fire in our breast which is being eaten 
into by them does not consume them .. . 
As they are reprobate slaves of the Lord, in 
whose death they evilly conspired (at least 
by the effect of the deed), let them ac- 
knowledge themselves as slaves of those 
whom the death of Christ has made free” 
(Ibid. p. 694). 


At the Fourth Lateran Council held in 
1215, the same Pope Innocent III laid down 
Canons 67-70 which established the official 
attitude of the Roman Church against the 
Jews. 

Pope Honorius (1216-1227), the suc- 
cessor of Pope Innocent III, continued to 
enforce the canons of the Fourth Lateran 
Council against the Jews, and employed 
the Inquisition against them. 


Condemned to Perpetual Slavery 


In 1239, Pope Gregory IX wrote to the 
Archbishops of Germany: 


“The Jews who are admitted to our ac- 
quaintance only through our mercy, should 
never forget their yoke of perpetual slavery, 
which they bear through their own fault. 
In the Council of Toledo it was decreed 
that Jews of both sexes should be dis- 
tinguished from others for all time by 
their mode of dress. We therefore com- 
mand each and every one of you to see 
that all the excesses of the Jews are com- 
pletely repressed, lest they should presume 
to raise their necks from the yoke of servi- 
tude in contumely of the Redeemer; for- 

bidding them 
to discuss in 
any way con- 
cerning their 
faith or rites 
with Chris- 
tians, in this 
matter calling 
to your aid 
the hel p of 
the civil pow- 
er, and inflicting upon Christians who offer 
opposition due ecclesiastical punishment.” 
(Bull. Rom. Pont. Vol. III, p. 497). 


In 1244, Pope Innocent IV requested 
the King of France to burn the Jewish sa- 
cred books. 
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“Our dear son, the Chancellor of Parig 
and the doctors, before the clergy and 
ple, publicly burned by fire the aforesaid 
books (‘The Talmud’) with all their 
pendices. We beg and beseech Your Celes. 
tial Majesty in the Lord Jesus, that, havi 
begun laudably and piously to prosecute 
those who perpetuate these detestable e. 
cesses, that you continue with due severity, 
And that you command throughout your 
whole kingdom that the aforesaid books 
with all their glossaries, already condemned 
by the Doctors, be committed to the flames, 
Firmly prohibiting Jews from having Chris. 
tians as servants and nurses...” (Bull, 
Rom. Pont. Vol. IV, p. 509). 


In 1442, Pope Eugenius IV handed down 
the following oppressive ruling against the 
Jews: 


“We decree and order that from now on, 
and for all time, Christians shall not eat or 
drink with Jews, nor admit them to feasts, 
nor cohabit with them, nor bathe with them. 

“Christians shall not allow Jews to hold 
civil honors over Christians, or to exercise 
public offices in the state. 

“Jews cannot be merchants, tax collec. 
tors or agents in the buying and selling of 
the produce and goods of Christians, nor 
their procurators, computers or lawyers in 
matrimonial matters, nor obstetricians; nor 
can they have association or partnership 
with Christians. No Christian may leave or 
bequeath anything in his last will and testa- 
ment to Jews or their congregations. 

“Jews are prohibited from erecting new 
synagogues. They are obliged to pay an- 
nually a tenth part of their goods and hold- 
ings. Against them Christians may testify, 
but the testimony of Jews against Chris- 
tians in no case is of any worth. 

“All Jews, of whatever sex and age, must 
everywhere wear the distinct dress and 
known marks by which they can be easily 
distinguished from Christians. They may 
not live among Christians, but must reside 
in a certain street, outside of which they 
may not, under any pretext have houses...” 


Pope Sixtus IV (1471-1484) continued 
the oppression by authorizing the employ- 
ment of the Spanish Inquisition which vis 
ited its bloody and terrible fury almost &- 
clusively upon the Jews. 


bid. Vol. V, p. 67. 
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In 1555, Pope Paul IV renewed the re- 
strictive penalties against the Jews, ordered 
them to pay an annual tax for every syna- 

gue, “even those that have been demol- 
ished,” and stipulated further that ‘Jews 
may only engage in the work of street- 
sweepers and rag-pickers, and may not be 
produce merchants nor trade in things ne- 
cessary for human use.”” (Bull. Rom. Pont. 
Vol. VI, p. 499). 


In 1567, Pope Pius V ordered all Jews to 
sell all properties which Pope IV permitted 
them to buy up to 1500 gold ducats, and 
expelled them from the Papal States: “By 
authority of these letters, We order that 
each and every Jew of both sexes in Our 
Temporal Dominions, and all the cities, 
land, places and baronies subject to them, 
shall depart completely out of the confines 
thereof within the span of three months af- 









































































on, § ter this decree shall have been made pub- 
or} ic.” Penalties for disobedience to this law 
 ) were as follows: ‘They shall be despoiled 
a of all their goods and prosecuted according 





to the due process of law. They shall be- 
come bondsmen of the Roman Church, and 
shall be subjected to perpetual servitude. 
And the said Church shall claim the same 
tight over them as other dominions over 
their slaves and bondsmen” (Bull. Rom. 
Pont. Vol. VII, p. 741). 


Pope Pius VI (1775-1798) published in 
1775 an edict called “Editto sopra gli 
Ebrei” (Edict against the Jews) in which 













new | he re-established in minute detail all the 
old. anti-Jewish restrictions of his predecessors. 
tify, | During his reign, the French Revolution 





took place. As a result of this revolution, 
the papal states in France were forever lost 
to the Papacy, and equal rights and citizen- 
ship were granted to the Jews of France. 
The French Revolution also brought a brief 
tespite to the Jews of the Papal State of 
Italy when the temporal power of popes 
was suspended for a short time. But after 











nued f the fall of Napoleon, the Papacy regained 
ploy- its temporal power, re-enacted all the anti- 
1 vis | Jewish measures and re-established Rome's 
st ex: | loathsome ghetto. Popes Pius VII, Leo XII, 





Pus VIII, and Gregory XVI put into prac- 
tice all the anti-Jewish measures. Pius IX, 
ftom 1846-1870, treated the Jews harshly. 
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for Rome 


In the United States the official position 
of the Roman Church regarding the Jews 
is simply the same as that of the Middle 
Ages. A pamphlet written in 1944 by Rev. 
Father Arthur J. Riley, entitled, “Anti- 
Semitism Prior to 1500’ and bearing the 
imprimatur of the Most Rev. Richard Cush- 
ing, Archbishop of Boston, convincingly 
substantiates this statement. In this pamph- 
let, he approves and defends all the Roman 
Catholic-imposed measures against Jews. 

The alternatives that he offers to Jews: 
Be baptized Roman Catholics, or be de- 
graded out of society. 

In many sections of the United States 
where Roman Catholics are in the majority, 
reaction against the Jews is brazenly dis- 
played. Twice within a year, i.e. from April 
1951 to April 1952, Roman Catholics of 
the Sacred Heart Parish of The Bronx, New 
York City, publicly demonstrated and dis- 
criminated against the Jews of their local- 
ity. Prejudice, whether it is based on racial 
or religious grounds, is always explosive, 
and has no place at all in democratic Amer- 
ica. Before the American Roman Catholic 
Church and hierarchy accuse all others of 
bigotry and intolerance, Jet them first purge 
themselves of their sins of intolerance, let 
them first render null and void all the de- 
crees of popes and councils passed against 
the Jews! Then and only then will religious 
freedom be enjoyed in an equal measure by 
all here in America! 


Protestantism, the Liberating Force 
of the Jews 

The centuries from the 12th up to the 
Protestant Reformation are described by Ro- 
man Catholic propagandists as the age of 
faith when the Roman Catholic Church 
reigned supreme, when Church and society 
were one happy family. Referring particul- 
arly to the 13th century, Rev. Joseph A. 
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Dunney exultingly writes: “What an amaz- 
ing century! The greatest of them ail, _ 
haps, because it was an age of faith and of 
humanity’s highest achievement . . . Even 
more striking was the progress of human 
liberty . . .”” (p. 257—Church History in 
the Light of Saints, by Rev. — A. Dun- 
ney—Imprimatur Francis Cardinal Spell- 
man—The Macmillan Company, N. Y. 
1944). How many Americans are there 
who second this affirmation of Father Dun- 
ney? 

Nevertheless it must be admitted that the 
Roman Church did such a good job of in- 
stilling in the hearts of people hatred for 


Victor Hugo 
(Continued from page 302) 


we call Italy you have 
extinguished. This 
Colossus that we call 
Spain you have un- 
dermined — the one 
in ashes, the other in 
ruins. This is what 
you have done for 
two great nations. 
What do you wish to 
do for France? . 
You have come from 
gagging the Roman 
people, and now you 
wish to gag the 
French people. I un- 
derstand . . But take 
care; it is dangerous. 
France is a lion, and 
is still alive.” 


Mankind Defended 


Victor Hugo was 

our ally in the strug- 

gle for the honor of man, in the defense of 
the despised rights, in the battle for chil- 
dren’s and weaklings’ tutelage, in the huge 
strife for the freedom of peoples; . . . he 
fought all his life for the elevation of the 
common man against the public opinion 
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the Jews in the Middle Ages that :i wa 
carried over for a time into Protestantisg, 
But as soon as Protestantism became strong 
ly entrenched, anti-Semitism was complete 
ly eradicated from Protestant churches and 
countries. In upholding the right to dissent, 
Protestantism laid the foundation for te 
ligious liberty. In breaking away from the 
bonds of — authority, Protestantism thus 
limited the field in which the Pope of Rome 
could execute his anti-Jewish regulations, 
In overthrowing feudal power, especially 
as exercised and defended by the Papacy, 
Protestantism became the champion of hu. 
man rights and equalities. 


“artificially created by using the money of 
the rich to distort the truth,” as he said. 

Martyr of his ideals against the ‘Throne 
and the Altar,” he fought on the barricades 
and faced with serenity eighteen years of 
hard banishment. From the rock of his ex. 
ile he was a watchtower, a siren calling the 
oppressed people to unity against the com. 
mon tyranny. His coming back to the fath- 
erland was the triumph of a man, of a poet, 
of a writer, whose life and art was a mis- 
sion, an Apostolate. 

For half a century the values of liberty 
and democracy were laughed at. For half a 
century the ideals of Victor Hugo were de. 
rided. But during the black years of Ger- 
man tyranny (1940-1945) the verses of 
Victor Hugo were rising from the heart to 
give strength and hope to the French peo- 
ple and armies. Victor Hugo was still after 
fifty years of criticism and blackening, of 
ironies and sarcasm, the poet-prophet of 
freedom and democracy; he still represent- 
ed the spirit of his nation. 


The figure, the action, the sufferings of 
Victor Hugo may remind our Protestant 
friends, on the centennial of his long and 
painful banishment, in this hour of confu- 
sion, of conformism, of fear, of opportu- 
nism, that to abjure the traditional Evan- 
gelical faith, on which the fathers of Amer- 
ica based the Constitution, is to abjure our 
Constitution. The basis of democratic life 
is religious freedom: ‘God and the peo- 
ple.” God is the author of liberty, Who 
gave it to us in Jesus Christ, our personal 
Saviour. 
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Praise the Lord 


I was converted when I was twenty- 
one years old from the Roman Catholic 
Church to the true salvation of Christ. 
I have just graduated from Bible School 
and have been called to pastor a church 
in the East. Of course, I am interested 


in all matters pertaining to the Roman 


Catholic Church and feel a very strong 
burden to help them find the true light. 
Your Magazine has been an eye-opener 
as the Catholic Church struggles for pow- 
er. We hope to be able to help our people 
to be on guard and to know the issues 
involved. 

V.J.E., Pennsylvania 


Prayer Results 


Our hearts truly are stirred as we read 
of the work of Christ’s Mission and the 
reports of the evangelical meetings of 
Dr. Montano. How we thank our Lord 
for fearless preaching! Truly our Lord 
has chosen and ordained Dr. Montano 
to make bold in the preaching of the 
Word of God in the countries to the 
south of us. Oh, that the people here in 
this nation might see the danger of being 
taken over by the menace of Romanism. 
We rejoice in the Lord that so many 
priests have separated themselves unto 
the Gospel. “It is the Lord’s doing, and 
it is marvelous in our eyes.” 

Enclosed is a gift for the Lord’s work. 
May He bless and multiply it and direct 
its use to His Glory. God bless you. 

Mr. and Mrs. A. L., St. Albans, N.Y. 


Helped 


I’ve been “wising up” a bit since reading 
tq copies of CONVERTED CATHO- 
1am 


Appreciated But See Deut. 4:2 


I have your letter and I wish to assure 
you that I have no animosity toward you 
or your associates. You and your associ- 
ates are just a group of misguided poor 
souls who are trying desperately to salve 
your consciences. 

The Bible and tradition is the way to 
discover ALL that Christ taught. The 
venerable age of His Church is the great- 
est miracle of all time and proof of his 
promise that it would last until the con- 
summation of the world. 

No, I am not bitter toward you, simply 
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sorry that you have turned away from 
Christ and His Church to wander in 
strange paths and error. I shall remember 
you all in my prayers. 

B.G.S., Fitchburg, Mass. 


Thank You 


Many, many thanks for your most educa- 
tive CONVERTED CATHOLIC MAG- 
AZINE of May 1952. The “Thanksgiv- 
ing” column is wonderful—The picture 
of “Your editor and his assistants” shows 
great great force and power!! Dr. W. M. 
Montano’s writings are tops! 

C.L.R., Virginia 


Correct Usage 


Your valuable little paper when thru is 
passed on to others so they also may get 
first hand news of the full truth as given. 

H.W., New Jersey 


Are These Listed in Rome’s Count 
For Propaganda? 


Among the group of 30 baptized on Palm 
Sunday by Dr..... ee 

church, Springfield, Mass., were 4 Roman 
Catholic men. For three months previ- 
ously, they had been members of the 
Pastor’s instruction class. 


A.J.R., Melrose, Mass. 


I read your valuable publication with 
great interest. The story of the Negrinis 
especially interests me and shows the 
callousness of the Roman Catholic church. 

A Bible Christian, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Courts of Heaven Ring 


You may be interested to know that every 
member of the Bayou Blue Church (or- 
ganized in 1924, though work was begun 
there in 1911), has come out of the Ro- 


manist Church. 
H.T.B., Houma, La. 
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B® Canon L. W. Grensted, a professor 
emeritus of Christian Philosophy at Ox- 
ford University, denouncing the “dis- 
ease of dogmatism” before a conference 
of Modern Churchmen held at Bristol 
on September 9, 1952, decried that “a 
dogmatic temper was characteristic of 
the times.” Regarding the Roman Church, 
he stated: “Neither the doctrine of in- 
fallibility nor that of the Assumption of 
the Mother of our Lord seems to play 
any part in restraining a succession of 
men of the highest ability and intellec- 
tual integrity from the Roman allegi- 
ance.” 


Cardinal Pedro Segura, the sanguinary 
Roman Catholic prelate of Spain, label- 
ed freedom of thought, religion and the 
press as “liberties of perdition,” and 
stigmatized them as the cause “for the 
great evils of the world.” 


“The universal aspiration of the pres- 
ent time,” the Cardinal said, “may be 
summed up in one magical word, which 
has succeeded in seducing people, lib- 
erty. 

“The worst type of freedom,” he went 
on to say, “is proclaimed as representing 
a positive achievement of our times. This 
is true of freedom of thought, learning 
and the press . . . . actually liberties of 

erdition, whose origin is a poisoned 
ont giving birth to the great evils of 
the world.” 

He pointed out that “freedom of re- 
ligion is considered a privilege or pre- 
rogative of the modern world,” but warn- 
ed his people that the Roman Catholic 
Church “condemns this freedom in an 
energetic and decisive manner.” 

Concluding his remarks, the Cardinal 
prayed to God thusly: “preserve us from 
all these evils surrounding us . . . and 
keep us faithful to the fundamentals... 
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and doctrinal practices of the 
Church.” 


® Recently, the Rt. Rev. Msgr. Luigy” 
G. Ligutti, executive director of the Na” 
tional Catholic Rural Life Conferenc, 
returned from a trip to South America 
that had been prearranged by the Vati- 
can. While in Colombia, South America 
he collaborated in drawing up plans for 
the first Latin America Congress on Rur 
al Life to be held at Manizales, Colom 
bia, next January 11 to 18. { 

According to Ligutti, the Congress will 
include representatives from all Latig 
American countries and will have as i 
principal aim the improvement of soci 
religious, and economic conditions ig 
rural regions, where seventy percent of 
the people live. 

Msgr. Ligutti further added that the 
Congress will try to put into practic 
the program defined and established at 
the International Catholic Congress om 
Rural Life held last year in Castel 
dolfo, Italy, the Pope’s summer rest 
dence. 

This is a blatant admission that thé 
Pope has stuck his papal finger into the 
political, economic, and religious pie of 
South America. 


®& On September 22, 1952, Cardin 
Spellman donated $10,000 toward t 
fund of the Jesuit seminary which 

be built by next September at Shrub O 
New York. The seminary will be nam 
in memory of St. Ignatius Loyola, th 
founder of the Jesuit Order. It is 4 
culated that the school will turn ¢ 
three hundred well-trained Jesuits 
year. Thus the future of the United Stat 
is forboding. For this great land of oun 
will be Jesuit-ridden in the very 1 
future. 
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tices of the Roman Catholic church really had 
the pagan Babylonian worship of Nimrod and his 


This volume offers proof for every stateme 
more than 260 original sources of facts. Illustr 
woodcuts from Nineveh, Babylon, Egypt, Pompe 

330 pages cloth, $3.50 ancient lands. 


— 


Onder from: CHRIST'S MISSION BOOK DEPART 


160 Fifth Avenue, New York 10, N.Y. 


ee 


Ls 


¢ % 
fe ed 
x 


ae Bo 


a 


E ae 448 





oa re 





